THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
willing co-operation, than did the Germany of the
Kaiser. Well, the history of the German totalitarian
state during the last few years in dealing with the
non-German elements within its borders answers
that question too. Answers it so completely that it
need hardly be enlarged upon,
We are warned against 'encirclement* of Germany,
against dividing Europe into two groups, one stand-
ing for the status quo, the other for revision*
Does 'encirclement' mean possession of such power
by a group of nations that attack upon it will be dan-
gerous ? Then all policies of armed defence are based
upon 'encirclement'. And if we are not opposed to
the change of the status quo by war we favour war as
the instrument of change. The new confusions are
worse than the old. The evil is not in our power, but
in its use to deny to others the defence we claim, to
deny them the possibility of peaceful change.
One goes back a few years. Here speaks the British
Commander-in-Chief, Field-Marshal Sir Douglas
Haig:
'War is not merely a shock of armies. . . . The
Allies must not let themselves be intimidated by the
suggestions or menaces of Germany. In offering
peace Germany thinks only how to prepare for the
next war. If, by misfortune, we would yield to her
perfidious appeals, in a few years the drama would
recommence bit by bit, country by country. In divid-
ing us, she would again take up her dream of des-
truction.'